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Femtosecond laser small incision lenticule extraction has been one of
majing . the major surgeries in the corneal refractive surgery field. Compared with other surger-
+ ies before, it shows more clinical advantages. Firstly ,the security,accuracy and stability
’ increases. Secondly , it is flapless and microinvasive. Thirdly,it achieves higher postoper-
’ ative visual quality. But there also exist some disadvantages. This article reviews the
® clinical advantages and disadvantages of femtosecond laser small incision lenticule ex-
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